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http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpath.2012.10.004In MemoriamNelson Fausto, M.D., 1936–2012Born in Sao Paulo, Brazil, on December 13, 1936, Nelson
Fausto, M.D., transcended early adversities to attend
medical school and become a widely praised and es-
teemed educator, mentor, researcher, chair, and editor in
the field of pathology (Nelson Fausto Obituary, http://
www.legacy.com/obituaries/seattletimes/obituary.aspx?pid
156896619, last accessed October 12, 2012).
Rise of an Influential Pathologist
In 1967, following postdoctoral research at the University of
Wisconsin, Madison, Nelson moved to the then-fledgling
medical school at Brown University (Providence, RI). In
1983, he was appointed as the founding Chair of Brown’s
Department of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine, a posi-
tion he held for 11 years. In 1994, he moved to Seattle, WA,
to join the preeminent University of Washington as Chair of
its Department of Pathology, a position he maintained until
just months before his passing. All told, Nelson served
nearly 30 years as a department chair. As any great pathol-
ogy chair should, Nelson built lasting bridges between ba-
sic science and medical practice at the institutions he
served.
As fellow Chair of Pathology at Stanford University
(Stanford, CA) Stephen Galli said, “It is difficult to express
in words the magnitude of the loss of Nelson Fausto,
M.D., not only to his family and friends (of which there are
many, distributed all over the world), but also for pathol-
ogy and academic medicine. Nelson was one of the most
distinguished and influential pathologists of his genera-
tion” (personal communication to P.M.). Indeed, in the
months since his passing, Nelson’s colleagues have fre-
quently referenced his lifetime of awards and recogni-
tions, including Brown University’s Distinguished Teach-
ing Award (1971 and 1972), the American Society for
Investigative Pathology’s Chugai (2000) and Gold-
Headed Cane awards (2010), the Distinguished Scientist
Award of the American Liver Foundation (2004), the Dis-
tinguished Achievement Award of the American Association
for the Study of Liver Diseases (2009), and, most recently, the
2012 Distinguished Service Award from the Association of
Pathology Chairs. Illustrating his tremendous commitment to
educateand tomentor, he received theBrownUniversityMed-
1892ical School GraduatingClass’s Distinguished Teaching Award
a record 10 times between 1976 and 1988.
Alongside his many other responsibilities and accom-
plishments, Nelson carved out his own legacy in the history
of liver research, authoring seminal publications in liver re-
generation. As Steve Kunkel1 described, “By following the
chronology of Dr. Fausto’s scientific accomplishments, one
can nearly preview the past 30-year history of the field of
liver regeneration. Dr. Fausto’s earliest investigations were
critical in setting the stage for a long series of important
observations on the interactions of hepatotoxins on liver
metabolism, injury, and repair. These studies led to an as-
sessment of the mechanistic relationship between hepatic
transcriptional patterns of the normal, regenerating, and
neoplastic liver. Dr. Fausto was one of the scientific pio-
neers, who realized the contribution of both proto-onco-
genes and transforming growth factors to the proliferative
changes observed in liver physiology and opened the link
between inflammation and liver regeneration. His approach
to science has always been characterized by imagination,
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Remarkably, during his editorships Nelson also managed
to become what some consider the quintessential stew-
ard of scholarly publications, through which he shaped
much of the contemporary view of experimental pathol-
ogy as being central to nearly all of biomedical science
and the now-hot field of translational medicine. As many
know, he was an editor of Robbins and Cotran’s Patho-
logical Basis of Disease (seventh and eighth editions), the
principle textbook for pathology instruction in medical
schools. Importantly to readers of The American Journal of
Pathology (AJP), he was the eighth Editor-in-Chief of this
centenarian journal from 1992 to 2000. He was also the
founding Editor-in-Chief of The Journal of Molecular Diag-
nostics from 1999 to 2000, which sprang to its current
success, in part, from its birth as a supplement to AJP. I
had the honor of serving as Nelson’s Managing Editor
during those years, and I have the privilege now of re-
counting some of the highlights in this Journal’s grand
history.
I never asked Nelson what his motivation was for be-
coming Editor-in-Chief. Like his other passions—travel,
music, art, espresso, and friendship—editing was at a
minimum another outlet to exercise his talent for under-
standing the subtleties between good and great. The
story was often told at the American Society for Investi-
gational Pathology (ASIP; owner of AJP) that, although
Nelson was a long-time Chair at Brown University, he was
a relative unknown when he interviewed with the search
committee for the Editor-in-Chief position. The selection
panel was enraptured by his understated confidence,
fresh ideas, and unique approaches to attracting, as
Nelson said in his inaugural editorial, “high-quality pa-
pers that explore the pathogenesis of disease in human
tissues and experimental models using modern tech-
niques of cell and molecular biology,” as well as “articles
that report the development of new probes that are im-
portant for studies of disease pathogenesis and diagno-
sis.”2
Nelson established AJP’s first decentralized editorial
office, meaning his staff and associate editors would be
recruited from many locations, including eventually the
first associate editors from outside of the United States.
Nelson chose his associate editors by several apparent
qualities. Like him, they should have quietly confident
temperaments. They should be solid scientists, prefera-
bly young and able to benefit most from the opportunity
(which appealed to his passion for mentoring). His early
associate editors included Sandra Bigner, Frank Chisari,
Stan Hamilton, Agnes Kane, Steve Kunkel, Joe Madri,
and George Martin. As the need for additional expertise
to cover content grew or associate editors retired, he
added Charlie Alpers, Tucker Collins, Patricia D’Amore,
Lora Hedrick Ellenson, Riccardo Dalla-Favera, Jonathan
Fletcher, Phil Furmanski, Avrum Gotlieb, Setsuo Hiro-
hashi, George Perry, Sem Phan, Darryl Shibata, Bill
Stetler-Stevenson, and Larry Weiss. Of course, it’s hard to
say how being an associate editor for AJP during its
rising status impacted their careers, but I believe it had to
be at least a major source of pride and credibility fromwhich stemmed many successful careers. The editors
and staff worked hard and consistently, enjoying every
opportunity to interact personally. In that sense, Nelson
was the heart of the editorial operation, encouraging us to
experience humor, joy, dedication, and seriousness, all
at the same time.
I should note that, coincident with Nelson’s appoint-
ment as Editor-in-Chief, ASIP went from a commercial
publishing arrangement with Lippincott Williams &
Wilkins (LWW) to self publishing the AJP through the
Society’s office. The Journal moved from LWW to ASIP
running in net deficit, and there was much to learn
quickly. In the matter of a few years, Nelson directed our
understanding of fiscal and publishing responsibilities,
taking a very hands-on approach to managing all as-
pects of journal business. In the midst of these changes,
compounding the learning curve was the introduction of
the Internet and electronic publications. Regardless of
delivery format, we found that the business devils were
truly in the details and that we could not separate editorial
excellence from financial success.
A Legacy of Editorial Growth and Success
Each year of Nelson’s term as Editor-in-Chief of AJP, we
received more and more submissions. Over the span of 9
years, we went from 650 to more than 1300 original sub-
missions per year. Gradually, the acceptance rate shrunk
to 25%, which was not a goal to be reached but an
indication of incredible selectivity enabled by increas-
ingly better submissions and keener editing. These were
the days before electronic peer review. All manuscripts
and figures were received as hard copies, in sets of five,
and sent by mail to reviewers and editors. Nelson re-
quired that we maintain metrics that kept us conscious of
when we were straying from our goal of 45-day maximum
turnaround on the first round of peer review. At that time,
it was very rare for turnaround times to be scrutinized and
for such metrics to be maintained.
Today, what editor doesn’t ring their hands over their
journal’s impact factor? In those days, it was the only
objective metric for a journal’s value. Today, impact fac-
tor is still a key measure of a journal’s ongoing success
and an attractant in receiving articles from the most es-
teemed researchers worldwide. Often now, editors or
publishers target highly-citable review articles and tar-
geted content less with the goal of advancing science
than with the intention of drawing citations. Nelson didn’t
have any expectation of gaming the system. He built his
reputation as a fair (if stern) Editor-in-Chief on four prin-
ciples:
1. The editorial office had to be conscientious about
turnaround times in peer review and production, in es-
sence providing good customer service to our authors.
2. Purely descriptive papers would not make the cut in
AJP; articles had to elucidate mechanisms of disease,
ideally in a novel way.
3. Authors would not be published if they submitted
revisions that did not seriously address the reviewers’
and editors’ comments.
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His principles produced the highest impact factors
ever achieved by AJP, based almost purely on the careful
review and selection of manuscripts received from all
corners—worldwide, outside of pathology departments,
and from authors who would normally send their best
articles elsewhere. At the start of Nelson’s term in 1992,
AJP’s impact factor was 5.565. By 1996, it climbed to its
peak of 7.246. Through 2003, the journal’s impact factor
remained high and never slipped out of the No. 1 position
for peer-reviewed journals in the Pathology category. By
the end of his term, in every way, it was clear Nelson
accomplished his goal of nurturing AJP into a premier
journal in which to publish.
In his December 2000 farewell editorial, Nelson wrote:
“In my view, the brightest future for pathology in what has
been called the genomic or post-genomic era requires a
strong linkage between the science of pathogenesis and
diagnostic work. If the gap between these traditional
branches of pathology widens (a not uncommon situation
in many medical centers), I am afraid that a great oppor-
tunity will have been missed. We have much to contribute
to medical knowledge and are in a unique position to do
it. But our role will not come to us by default. Just the
opposite is true: we must actively pursue it, so that pa-
thology is considered as both the science of pathogen-
esis, on an equal footing with other basic sciences, and a
diagnostic discipline that is complemented and strength-
ened by the new modalities of genomic analyses.”3
His words resonate today and have profound meaning
for the future of pathology. Pathology departments strug-gle with the challenges of maintaining their voice in trans-
lational research and fast-changing health care delivery
paradigms. There is still much more work (arguably even
harder work) to be done to sustain pathology’s position of
strength in science and medicine. As Editor-in-Chief of
AJP, mentor, and leader, Nelson showed many people a
road map to the ultimate inclusive role for pathology.
Others are now left to forge its future.
Coincidentally, as this memorial is being published,
the baton is being passed to the next Editor-in-Chief of
AJP: Dr. Kevin A. Roth (University of Alabama at Birming-
ham). In Nelson’s spirit of lovingly preparing the next
generation to take flight so that he could one day admire
their accomplishments, I wish the new Editor-in-Chief ev-
ery success in becoming the next great steward of this
venerable and vital publication.
Priscilla Markwood, CAE
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